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Travellers’ 
site thrown 
into doubt 


‘by DAVID GROCOTT 


PLANS for Colchester’s controver- 


sial travellers’ site have been thrown 
into doubt — and it may never be built 
anywhere in the borough. 

Council leader John Jowers exclu- 
sively told the County Standard yester- 


day that, despite his Cabinet agreeing a 


preferred site in the borough, condi- 
tions placed on the development would 
make it difficult for such a facility to 
gain planning permission and the 
project may never go ahead. 

“I think there are doubts about it,” he 
said. “It could be the county [council] has a 
better site elsewhere, outside the borough.” 

‘His comments come as sources within the 
council told the County Standard that they 
believed a deal had been struck between the new 
Conservative administration at Colchester Bor- 
ough Council and their fellow Tories who hold 
sway at County Hall. | 

“They are going to make the whole issue just 
go away, one Lib Dem councillor said. 

But Councillor Jowers (Con, West Mersea) 


emphatically denied any secret deal had been 


tandard 
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made: “Nothing has been done behind closed ; 


doors. I have never seen so much consultation 
in my life.” 

The search for a new 12-pitch travellers’ site 
for Colchester, to free up the existing facility at 
the Hythe for redevelopment, has so far taken 
three years. 

As the travellers’ sites are maintained by 
Essex County Council, it asked the borough 
council to suggest the best location for a new 
travellers’ site. 


During the search, several abortive attempts | 


to come up with a suggestion were made before 
consultants were appointed to objectively find 
the best location. 


They assessed a short-list of available sites | 


and last month said the best location would be 


north of the Al2 on Severalls Lane, near to the | 


Severalls Business Park. 

Despite opposition from businesses and resi- 
dents of neighbouring Langham, this suggestion 
was ratified by the council Cabinet, of which 
Cllr Jowers is the chairman, at a special meeting 
on Wednesday. 

Now it is up to the county council to decide if 
it is worth its while applying for planning 
@ Continued on Page 5 
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_ WE DON’T WANT THEM HERE! ~ Langham residents 
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Lane, Langham, said: “All the vil- 
lagers are absolutely outraged that 
this site is gomg to be forsted on us 
with little or no attention to the 
points we ve made.” 

“We get precious little out here 
for our council tax, you know. We 
don't even have a street light in 
Langham. not that we necessarily 

7 foapwian.* 
how badly promoted the events 
had been. 

He said the protest was peaceful 
and not meant to be disruptive. 

“Cars were hooting. people were 


“We felt we needed to bring pub- 
he attention to how we in the vil- 
lage feel We needed to make our 
pomt to make sure that everybody 
knows we are agaist it.” 
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arch along the High Street in protest. Picture: ROBERT SAMBROOK 


But a recommendation that Land to the east of the 


lane be offered to Essex County Council was 
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At a meeting in the Moot Hall which attracted | 
Sore people, chairman John Jowers (Con, 


West Mersea) said: “This is the culmination of a 


undertaken. 


Paul Baker, boss of Rapid Electronics, said if the 


| site was used by travellers a development of his 
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